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1 The etymology, of a typically fanciful and unconvincing Greek type, is owed to Plato's Crat. b. Aristotle (., b-; cf. ., b-) rejects the altogether more plausible Anaxagorean derivation of the word from α ε ν (to gleam), since he wants to resist its assimilation to fire.   r .j. hankinson exemplified under the appropriate circumstances, the motions described by the bodies must be simple in the sense that there should be no jerkiness or deviation about them. But the only possible types of such uniform motions are those in a straight line and those along circular paths (De caelo ., b-). 2 Aristotle is not, as is sometimes claimed, committed to supposing that there must be an individual element associated with each of the possible types of simple motion, however they are to be individuated. 3 As Alexander puts it (apud Simplicium: Heiberg , .-.), 4 the geometrically-determined types of motion function for him as material causes of possible actual motions. In other words, if a motion is natural (in the sense of being the expression of an essential tendency of an elemental body), 5 then it must conform to one of the simple trajectories; but there is no converse necessity that every determinable simple trajectory must have some simple body whose nature it is to move along it. Thus, first impressions and those of many commentators notwithstanding, Aristotle does not suppose that there is a simple geometrical route to the conclusion that there must be some simple body whose nature it is to move in a circle (De caelo ., a-).
Still, Aristotle does contend that (T) all change in respect of place (which we call movement) is either straight, or circular, or a mixture of the two, since these are the only two simple motions. The reason for this is that these, namely, the straight and the circular, are the only simple magnitudes. 6 (De caelo ., b-)
